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Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed April 14 th , 2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant's arguments stating that, "Alexander discusses the use of e-mail 
in a general way, there is no indication of receiving or transmitting notifications at 
all, and therefore there is no indication for using SMS for transmitting alert 
messages" have been noted. However, the step of receiving recommendations 
from remote users at a location having Internet connectivity has been specifically 
taught by Haken. See Haken: [0008] and [0039]. As a result, the examiner 
maintains rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-3, 5-19, 21-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Alexander et al. (US Pat. 6,177,931) in view of Haken (US Pre Grant Pub. 
2004/0008972). 

In regards to claims 1, 29, 30, 31, Alexander discloses an electronic program 
guide system (see Alexander: fig. 1 unit 10 Electronic Program Guide display) 
comprising: 
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Receiving means (television receiver) for receiving at least one electronic program 
guide corresponding to a broadcast program (see Alexander: col. 3 lines 3-6, 
Selecting means (remote control 26) for selecting a desired program from said 
electronic program guide (see: fig. 2, col. 3 lines 21-35), 
Notification means for creating a notification for the program selected from said 
electronic program guide (see: col. 14 line 47- col. 15 line 31, col. 7 lines 58-62) 
Communication means (means for accessing the Internet) for access to a 
communications network (see col. 13 lines 36-39 

Reception means for receiving a notification from a remote electronic program 
guide system (i.e. the Internet-enabled remote electronic guide system as described 
above is interpreted to be a reception means for receiving a notification from the 
electronic program guide). 

While , Alexander discloses that the EPG system is configured to use the 
internet to send and receive messages, such as e-mail (see Alexander: col. 13 lines 
36-39, col. 14 lines 53-55), Alexander does not disclose the step of transmitting a 
notification of the program selected from the EPG to at least one remote program 
guide system using the communication network. 

Haken discloses the step of transmitting a notification of program selected 
from EPG (i.e. program recommendations made from EPG at PTR 100) to a remote 
program guide system (schedule server, 400) in order to communicate program 
recommendations to other PTR users, as well as schedule remote recordings. See 
Haken: [0008], [0033], [0039]. Examiner further takes official notice that, it was well 
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known in the art at the time of the invention to transmit and receive SMS messages 
to and from a hand held device such as a PDA. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
system of Alexander in view of Haken by transmitting a notification of program 
selected from EPG (program recommendations) to a remote program guide system, 
in order to communicate the program recommendations to other users such as 
friends and family using the SMS to a mobile handset such as a PDA. 

In regards to claim 2, Alexander discloses communication means is a network 
modem (see Alexander: col. 8 lines 44-49). 

In regards to claim 3, the system further comprises authorization means (i.e. 
comparing recommendations for flagged user names) or for determining if a 
notification received originated within an authorized remote electronic program guide 
system. See Haken: [0032], [0034] 

In regards to claim 5, the limitation of claim 5 is analyzed and rejected as 
described above with reference to the rejection of Claim 4. 

In regards to claim 6, the notification includes information indicating the 
program selected from said electronic program guide. See Alexander: col. 14 lines 
47- 53. 

In regards to claim 7, the notification includes recording parameters for the 
program selected from said electronic program guide. See Alexander: Col. 14 lines 
54-57. 



Application/Control Number: 09/891,380 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2623 

In regards to claim 8, the authorization means further are arranged to authorize 
recording of the program selected from said electronic program guide if a notification 
received originated within an authorized remote electronic program guide system. 
See Haken: [0034] 

In regards to claim 9, the notification includes information indicating the program 
selected from said electronic program guide and recording parameters for the 
program selected from said electronic program guide. See Alexander: col. 14 lines 
49-55 

In regards to claim 10, the system comprises means for generating recording 
instructions to a recording device associated with said electronic program guide 
system based on said notification. See Haken: [0036] 

In regards to claim 1 1 , the user input means for obtaining user acceptance of 
said notification before generating the recording instructions. See Alexander: col. 14 
lines 54-58. 

In regards to claim 12, the system comprises the step of transmitting a 
notification of the program selected from said electronic program guide to a plurality 
of remote electronic program guide systems (via schedule server 400 to plurality of 
PTRs). See Haken: [0031]. 

In regards to claim 13, the electronic program guide system is incorporated in 
an integrated receiver decoder. See Alexander: col. 3 lines 3-7. 

In regards to claim 14, the electronic program guide system is incorporated in a 
set-top box. See Alexander: col. 3 lines 3-7. 
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In regards to claim 15, the electronic program guide system is incorporated in 
a mobile handset (PDA). See Haken: [0039]. 

In regards to claim 16, the electronic program guide system is incorporated in 
a television receiver. See Alexander: col. 3 lines 3-7. 

In regards to claim 17, the electronic program guide system is incorporated in a 
mobile display appliance (PDA). See Haken: [0039]. 

In regards to claim 18, the limitations of Claim 18 fall within the limitation of 
Claim 1. Claim 18 is analyzed and rejected as shown above in reference to Claim 1. 
Claim 18 further requires: browsing the electronic program guide for identification of 
a program of interest', Alexander teaches a user navigating through an electronic 
program guide to identify a program of interest. See Alexander: col. 4 lines 49-56. 

In regards to claim 19, the limitations of Claim 19 fall within the limitation of 
Claim 3. Claim 19 is analyzed and rejected with respect to Claim 3. 

In regards to claim 21, the limitations of Claim 21 fall within the limitation of Claim 
5. Claim 21 is analyzed and rejected with respect to Claim 5. 

In regards to claim 22, the limitations of Claim 22 fall within the limitation of 
Claim 8. Claim 22 is analyzed and rejected with respect to Claim 8. 

In regards to claim 23, the limitations of Claim 23 fall within the limitation of Claim 
10. Claim 23 is analyzed and rejected with respect to Claim 10. 

In regards to claim 24, the limitations of Claim 24 fall within the limitation of Claim 
10. Claim 24 is analyzed and rejected with respect to Claim 10. 
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In regards to claim 25, the limitations of Claim 25 fall within the limitation of 
Claim 1 1 . Claim 25 is analyzed and rejected with respect to Claim 1 1 . 

In regards to claim 26, the limitations of Claim 26 fall within the limitation of Claim 
12. Claim 26 is analyzed and rejected with respect to Claim 12. 

In regards to claim 27, the limitations of Claim 27 fall within the limitation of Claim 
1 . Claim 27 is analyzed and rejected accordingly with reference to Claim 1 . Claim 
27 further requires'. 

A computer program product stored on a computer readable storage medium, 
comprising computer readable program code means for causing a computer to 
perform the limitations of the claim. It is interpreted that the Electronic program guide 
system as taught by Alexander is implemented in a software wherein a computer 
program product stored on a computer readable storage medium, comprising 
computer readable program code means for causing a computer to perform the 
limitation of the claim. Alexander teaches the television electronic program system 
of the invention is capable of connecting to the Internet and emulate the functions of 
a computer. See Alexander: col. 8 lines 55-60. Also see Haken: [0036]-[0037]. 
Since the television system of Alexander functions as a computer with the capability 
of accessing the Internet, it is interpreted that the functions of the Electronic program 
guide to carry out the limitation of the claim is implemented in a software system. 

In regards to claim 28, the claim is analyzed and interpreted as shown above 
with reference to Claim 27. It is interpreted that the software program to carry out the 
limitation is a computer program product directly loadable into the internal memory of 
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a digital computer comprising software code portions for performing the limitations of 
the claim. 

Conclusion 

4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action 
is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from 
the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory 
period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final 
action. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Usha Raman whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7380. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri: 9am-6pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Christopher Kelley can be reached on (571) 272-7331 . The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like 
assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571- 
272-1000. 
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